REMARKS 

Claims 1 through 23 are now pending in the application. Claims 4-6 are herein 
canceled. Claims 1 through 3 are herein amended. Claims 7 through 23 are herein 
added. The Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejection 
in view of the amendments and remarks contained herein. 

Certified Copies of Priority Documents 

The Examiner noted on the Office Action Summary sheet that none of the 
Certified copies of the priority documents have been received and copies of the certified 
copies from the International Bureau have not been received. 

Applicant notes that a certified copy of the priority documents was filed on June 
28, 2005. As evidence of this submittal the following documents identified as Exhibits A 
and B are herein provided: 

Exhibit A: a copy of the Transmittal Form dated June 28, 2005 identifying 
that a certified copy of the priority documents was provided; and 

Exhibit B: a copy of the date stamped return receipt postcard identifying 
that a certified copy of Japanese Priority document No. 2001-299161 was provided. 

Abstract Objection 

The Examiner objected to the Abstract because it exceeded 150 words. A 
substitute Abstract is provided herein meeting the 150 word limit. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to enter the substitute abstract and withdraw the objection to the 
abstract. 
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Claim Objections 

Claims 3 and 6 stand objected to under 37 C.F.R. 1.75(c) as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Claim 3 
has been amended to place Claim 3 in proper dependent form. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to withdraw the objection to Claim 3. Claim 6 has been herein 
canceled rendering the objection to Claim 6 moot. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1 through 6 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over prior art Figs. 1A-2B in view of Hofmann et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 
5,738,180). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

It is initially noted Claims 4 through 6 have been herein canceled, rendering the 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of Claims 4 through 6 moot. 

It is also initially noted Claim 1 has been amended to recite in part: 

"said reference protrusion being formed in a rectangular cross-section 
defining a pair of lateral sides, each of which extends in a lateral direction 
transverse to said longitudinal direction and has a length greater than that 
of each lateral side of said clips extending in said lateral direction." 
As noted by the Examiner, Figures 1A-2B do not disclose a third reference 
protrusion. 

Hofmann appears to teach four rubber (same material as resilient pad 26, see 
column 3, lines 30-31) shaker mounts 44, two of which are positioned between the other 
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two mounts. The shaker mounts include a spherical portion 46, a circumferential ledge 
48 and a circumferential groove 50 (see column 3, lines 17-23). The circumferential 
ledge 48 and circumferential groove 50 "engage" one of four substantially circular 
apertures 32 (see column 3, lines 21-23 and figure 2). 

Contrary to Applicants protrusion, Hofmann teaches the shaker mounts 44 
provide "vibration dampening between the resilient pad 26 and the motorcycle platform 
22 (see column 3, lines 20-21). Hofmann further teaches "lateral movements of the 
footboard assembly 20 will be absorbed by the lip portion 36." See column 4, lines 5-6. 
Hofmann therefore does not rely on any of the shaker mounts to prevent lateral 
movement (or rotation). 

None of the prior art Figures 1A-2B or Hofmann et al. teach or suggest a 
protrusion being formed in a rectangular cross-section defining a pair of lateral sides, 
each of which extends in a lateral direction transverse to said longitudinal direction and 
has a length greater than that of each lateral side of said clips extending in said lateral 
direction." 

The suggested modification of Figures 1A-2B with Hofmann therefore cannot 
render amended Claim 1 obvious. The Examiner is respectfully requested to withdraw 
the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of Claim 1. Because Claims 2 and 3 depend from 
amended Claim 1, the suggested modification of Figures 1A-2B with Hofmann cannot 
render Claims 2 or 3 obvious for at least the same reasons. The Examiner is 
respectfully requested to withdraw the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of Claims 2 and 3. 
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Conclusion 



It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (248) 641-1600. 



Harness, Dickey & Pierce, P.L.C. 
P.O. Box 828 

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48303 
(248)641-1600 

TJK/mmk 



Respectfully submitted, 





Thomas J. Krul, Reg. No. 46,842 
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